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Assuming similarity where there is the apprehension of
identity, is useless and is opposed to all pramanas.

Vijnanavadin : But since the ^aikyavabhasa^ is -due to
some error (vyamoha), the assuming of similarity is not
opposed to any pramana. When two objects are^different,
they can be mistaken to be one and the same, only if they
are similar. Such an arthapatti (implication) compells us
to assume similarity. Thus we establish similarity.

Vedantin : Here is the fallacy of mutual dependency
You can establish 'aikya bhrama9 only by assuming simi-
larity ; and you can make out similarity only by assuming
'aikya bharma\ One involves the other.

Vijnanavadin : 'Aikya partibhasa9 cannot have self
validity. If there is similarity there is no 'aikyatavabhasa^;

and if there is "aikyatavabhasa' (awareness of identity),
there is no similarity. The apprehension of identity depe-
nds on the absence of similarity ; and the latter depends
on the former. Thus the same fallacy occurs here also.

Vedantin : The 'aikyapratibhasa' is not dependent on
similarity or on the absence of similarity.   It has self
validity.

Vijnanavadin : Then even similarity has self-validity.

Vedantin : If this were so, similarity too would have
'pramanya'1 (validity); on the contrary, it is ^apramanya
purvika' when we have aikya bhrama; this implies that
two different entities are assumed to be similar.  This
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